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DETAILED ACTION 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 2, 6, 9-12, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Hutchinson et al(5,167,739). 

With respect to claim 1 , Hutchinson et al teach a method for forming a document set as 
claimed, said document set formed from rectangular sheets of the same size and including an 
envelope sheet 10, 13 and at least one insert sheet 12, the method including the steps of: printing 
said envelope sheet with envelope information, said envelope information including a unique 
code identifier 69 to identify the envelope sheet; printing each of said at least one insert sheets 
with insert information, said insert information including a further unique code identifier 69 to 
identify each of the at least one insert sheet, and collating said envelope sheet and at least one 
insert sheet to form said document set 78. The code identifiers 69 are common to the envelope 
and insert sheets 10, 12 and 13 that are to be assembled into a final multi page mailer 78. 
However, such code identifiers are unique to the other code identifier in different assembled 
mailers. Therefore, it is believed that this limitation is met. See Figs. 1-10 and column 5, line 43 
through column 6, line 20 in Hutchinson et al for details. 

Regarding claim 2, Hutchinson et al fiirther teach the step of verifying said document set 
by reading each of said code identifier and said fiirther unique code identifier and performing a 
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self-referencing integrity check at scanning/verification stage 74. 

Regarding claim 6, Hutchinson et al teach said unique code identifier identifies whether a 
printed sheet is an envelope sheet such as 10 or 13. 

Regarding claim 9, Hutchinson et al teach said unique code identifiers are barcodes. 

Regarding claim 10, Hutchinson et al the steps of printing the envelope sheet, printing the 
at least one insert sheet and collating the envelope sheet and at least one insert sheet are 
accomplished using a common printer 67. 

Regarding claim 11, Hutchinson et al teach wherein said envelope information is printed 
on one side of said envelope sheet 10. 

Regarding claim 12, Hutchinson et al teach the method for forming a document set as 
discussed above and further including the step of applying an adhesive layer to at least one side 
of said envelope sheet in a predetermined pattern, said pattem arranged to provide adhesive 
means for an envelope formed from said envelope sheet when said envelope fi'om said envelope 
sheet is re-used. 

Regarding claim 15, Hutchinson et al teach an apparatus for forming a document set, said 
document set formed from rectangular sheets of the same size and including an envelope sheet 
and at least one insert sheet 10, 12 and 13, said apparatus including: a printer 67 for printing said 
envelope sheet with envelope information, said envelope information including a unique code 
identifier 69 to identify the envelope sheet and fiirthermore for printing each of said at least one 
insert sheets with insert information, said insert information including a further unique code 
identifier 69 to identify each of said at least one insert sheet, and a collator for collating said 
envelope sheet and at least one insert sheet to form said document set 78. The code identifier is 
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common to the sheets 10, 12 and 13 that are to be assembled into a final multi page mailer 78 
and therefore, these code identifiers are unique to the other mailers. See Figs. 1-10 and column 
5, line 43 through column 6, line 20 in Hutchinson et al for details. 

Regarding claim 16, Hutchinson et al further teach the use of a scanner for scanning each 
said unique code identifier and said further unique code identifier; and a data processor to 
process said unique code identifier and said fiirther unique code identifier and perform a self- 
referencing integrity check, thereby verifying the document set at 74. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicaUy disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-5, 7, 8, 13, 14 and 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hutchinson et al(5, 167,739) in view of Fig. 1 Applicant's Admitted Prior 
Art(hereafter AAPA). 

With respect to claims 3-5 and 17-19, Hutchinson et al teach all that is claimed but is 
silent about out sorting any document set using a sorter that fails said integrity check, 
rescheduling the printing of said document set that failed said integrity check and wherein 
rescheduling is performed online. 

AAPA teaches a method and apparatus for forming a document set using a code scanner to 
read the code identifier and performing a self-referencing integrity check and the steps of out 
sorting any document set that fails said integrity check using a sorer, rescheduling the printing of 
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said document set that failed said integrity check and wherein rescheduling is performed online. 
See Fig. 1 and pages 1 and 2 of the present specification for example. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide the method and apparatus of Hutchinson et al with the capability of out sorting the 
document set that fails the integrity check and rescheduling the printing of the document set 
online as taught by AAPA in order to effectively replace the missing document set. 

Regarding claim 7, Hutchinson et al teach all that is claimed except for the unique code 
identifier to include the number of at least one insert sheets associated with said envelope sheet 
to form said document set. AAPA teaches in a paragraph bridging pages 1 and 2 of the present 
specification the unique code identifier printed on the sheet that includes a number of sheets to 
be inserted into envelopes. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the number of sheets to be included in the envelope of the document set in order for the 
scanner to verify the correct number of sheets to be placed in the envelope in the document set. 

With respect to claim 8, since the combination of Hutchinson et al and AAPA teaches to 
form a personalized a document set with personalized information pertaining to the individual, it 
would have been obvious to those skilled in the art at the time of the invention to include in the 
unique code identifier information relating to customer information, content information and 
distribution information associated with said document set to ensure that the assembled 
document set will be mailed to the right person. 

Regarding claims 13 and 20, Hutchinson et al teach all that is claimed except for folding 
the insert sheet to form a folded sheet set to be inserted inside an envelope. AAPA teaches the 
conventional way of folding the insert sheet into a folded sheet set to be inserted inside an 
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envelope. It would have been obvious to those having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the document set with an insert sheet being folded and then wrapped by an 
envelope as a simple substitution of one known way of assembling a document set with another 
to achieve the same expected result. 

Regarding claims 14 and 21, the combination of Hutchinson et al and AAPA teach a bulk 
mail out item resulting from the method as claimed in claims 13 and 20. 

Applicant's arguments filed 6-26-2008 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argued the Hutchinson patent does not teach or suggest use of a single 
envelope sheet to form an envelope about the insert sheets. This argument is not persuasive 
because the pending independent claims 1, 12 and 15 are all written in open terminology and 
thus they are not limited to the use of a single envelope sheet to form an envelope about the 
insert sheets as argued. Additionally, the use of the open terminology in the claims does not 
exclude the extra elements the Hutchinson patent may or may not teach. 

Applicant also argued that the Hutchinson parent does not teach or suggest the use of 
unique code identifiers that uniquely identify each sheet of the document set and thus fails to 
teach the self-referencing checks. This argument is also not persuasive. As a matter of fact, the 
unique code identifier 69 printed on each sheet 10, 12 and 13 in the document set is to facilitate 
self-referencing checks such that each of the sheets belonging in the same document set would 
be recognized and assembled together and not to be mixed with the sheets in other document 
sets. As pointed out in the forgoing rejections, the common code identifiers 69 printed on each 
of the sheets in a document set are iinique code identifiers different from the unique code 
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identifiers of the other document sets. The unique code identifier and the further unique code 
identifier as recited in the amendments to the claims filed on 6-26-2008 have not structurally 
differentiated themselves from the unique code identifiers 69 taught by Hutchinson. 
Accordingly, the rejection over the teaching of Hutchinson is maintained. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Apphcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ren L. Yan whose telephone number is 571-272-2173. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-2258. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ren L Yan/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2854 
September 27, 2008 



